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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sh99t with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timety filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) fi\e6 on 21 June 2004 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is In condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above clalm(s) Is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-22 Is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 21 June 2004 is/are: a)D accepted or b)l3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ectlon Is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fornn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received In this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The objection to the drawings is maintained because the 
Applicant has failed to explain how the new drawing, figure 7, 
shows the claimed features as required by Rule 111(b) when 
responding to an objection and the Examiner is hot able to 
clearly correlate what is claimed to what is shown in the 
drawings . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The rejection of claims 1-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Karmarkar in view of Hooks et al is 
maintained and incorporated herein. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed 6-21-04 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

The Applicants first argue that it is undisputed that 
Karmarkar doesn't teach or suggest the claimed method. 
Respectfully, the Examiner disagrees with such an audacious 
statement. The previous Office action fully explained what 
Karmarkar discloses, what is lacks in explicitly disclosing; 
and, what and why the skilled artisan would do to modify 
Karmarkar to be able to perform the claimed method. The 
Applicants appear to forget that the prior art is not looked at 
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in a vacuum; but as one of ordinary skill in the art would view 
and understand it. 

The Applicant appears to be just relying on the abstract of 
Karmarkar which is incorrect to do because what Karmarkar 
discloses, teaches and suggest to one skilled in the art is 
found in the figures and detailed description. For example, in 
viewing figures la, lb and Ic together, one skilled in the art 
sees at first blush a system with a host, see e.g. figure IB, 
and at least one remote, see e.g. figure IC. The communication 
channel is, for example, the arrowed lines entering and leaving 
each figure. Figure 28, clearly shows the remote as a personal 
computing laptop- The Applicants need to fully read the 
reference in order to fully understand what it discloses, 
teaches and suggests to one of ordinary skill in the art instead 
just the abstract which is just used to get the nature and gist 
of the claimed invention therein and not the full disclosed 
invention within the detailed specification. 

The Applicant argue that there is no teaching in Karmarkar 
of emulating or reconstructing a gaming event by juxtaposing a 
sequence in individual video clips from a stored library of 
clips comprising the finite set of possible occurrences during 
the progress of a single game" . Respectfully, the Examiner has 
reviewed the claims and does not see this as a limitation; 
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therefore, it is irrelevant whether Karmarkar has the teaching 
vel non because it is not claimed by the Applicants- 

The Applicants appear not to understand where in figure 2 . 
is the library" video clips. If the Applicants would look 
again at figure 2, they would see (170) which is the 
representation of a mass storage media and below the box is the 
phrase . . .multimedia virtual gaming content playback array" . 
It is disclosed in paragraph [0056] that this structure is a 
""farm" of ''pre-recorded video signals". One of ordinary skill 
in the art would readily understand that the ""farm" term is 
equivalent to the ''library" and the "pre-recorded video signals" 
is equivalent to the "video clips" . 

The Applicants state that "Karmarkar, under no 
circumstances, teach using a library of pre-recorded video clips 
to replicate an ongoing game," Respectfully, the Examiner has 
reviewed the claim language and does not find this recitation 
above as a limitation; thus, it is irrelevant whether Karmarkar 
discloses, teaches or suggest such because it is not claimed 
within the instant claims. 

The Applicants argue that their invention "simultaneously 
transmits an ongoing game to a remote location in a way to 
reduce the band width of the required transmitting facility by 
using a library of pre-recorded clips." Respectfully, the 
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Examiner does not see where in the claims this is claimed as 
recited above* 

The Applicants appear to be having difficulty with the 
teachings of Hooks et al. being utilized with the invention of 
Karmarkar. The Applicants appear to be missing the point of 
Hooks et al. being utilized in the rejection of the claims. The 
utilization of Hooks et al. is to further support the assertion 
the Examiner made regarding why one skilled in the art would be 
motivated to receive data from the network and then locally 
arrange the message for use. 

The Applicants expound what Karmarkar is used for. The 
disclosed use of Karmarkar is not why the reference was used to 
reject the Applicants' claims. Karmarkar was used to reject the 
claims because its detail description and figures disclose, 
teach or suggest structure and steps that meet the limitations 
within this application. 

With respect to the remarks regarding claim 14, the 
Examiner respectfully points the Applicants to figures la, lb, 
Ic and 2. If one skilled in the art looks at the figures in the 
manner that the are supposed to be looked at which is as one 
large figure one sees, for example, a host structure, figure IB, 
a remote structure, figure IC and a library means, figure 2. 
The randomization and identification factors are obvious because 
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as stated in the rejection Karmarkar discloses the randomization 
in para [0009] and one skilled artisan understands the need for 
some sort of identification means in order catalog and identify 
the pre-recorded video. And, in order for any system to work 
there has to be at least one input apparatus to enter 
information into the system. 

In sum, the Applicants remarks are more detailed in the 
elements of the invention than the claims. Therefore, the 
remarks are not commensurate in scope with the claims . The 
Applicants should consider incorporate the remarks as 
limitations to the claims, then there would be commensuration 
between the claims and the remarks and they would be found more 
persuasive to the Examiner. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE PINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
O'Neill whose telephone number is 703-308-3484. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 am to 5 
pm. * 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the- examiner's supervisor, Xuan M. Thai can be 
reached on 703-308-2064. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 




MICHAEL O'NEILL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



